United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
I nilid Stall-, l'atint and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



10/509.357 



05/10/2005 



530 7590 04/24/2008 

LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, 
KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK 
600 SOUTH AVENUE WEST 
WESTFIELD, NJ 07090 



Kazuyuki Takahashi 



SONY JP 3.3-358 



GOEL, DINESH K 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



l/ffflrC? nVrliUli Otfff Iff ids y 


Application No. 

10/509,357 


Applicant(s) 

TAKAHASHI ET AL. 


Examiner 

DINESH GOEL 


Art Unit 

4134 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
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7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) ^ The drawing(s) filed on 28 September 2004 is/are: a)^ accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)D All b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.^ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) ^| Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 
Paper No(s)/Mail Date 9/28/2004 . 6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-T26 d (Rev e 08-06r 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20080407 



Application/Control Number: 10/509,357 
Art Unit: 4134 



Page 2 



DETAILED ACTION 

Specification 

1 . The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because the abstract does not 
include an organization and operation of an apparatus. Correction is required. See 
MPEP§ 608.01(b). 

Applicant is reminded of the proper content of an abstract of the disclosure. 

A patent abstract is a concise statement of the technical disclosure of the patent 
and should include that which is new in the art to which the invention pertains. If the 
patent is of a basic nature, the entire technical disclosure may be new in the art, and the 
abstract should be directed to the entire disclosure. If the patent is in the nature of an 
improvement in an old apparatus, process, product, or composition, the abstract should 
include the technical disclosure of the improvement. In certain patents, particularly 
those for compounds and compositions, wherein the process for making and/or the use 
thereof are not obvious, the abstract should set forth a process for making and/or use 
thereof. If the new technical disclosure involves modifications or alternatives, the 
abstract should mention by way of example the preferred modification or alternative. 

The abstract should not refer to purported merits or speculative applications of 
the invention and should not compare the invention with the prior art. 
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Where applicable, the abstract should include the following: 

(1) if a machine or apparatus, its organization and operation; 

(2) if an article, its method of making; 

(3) if a chemical compound, its identity and use; 

(4) if a mixture, its ingredients; 

(5) if a process, the steps. 

Extensive mechanical and design details of apparatus should not be given. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1 -1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sugimoto et al (U.S. Publication Number 20010015986), and further in view of 
Onagawa (U.S. Patent Number 6804259). 

Referring to claim 1, Sugimoto et al disclose a data processing apparatus 
comprising: means for extracting a necessary packet from each of a plurality of 
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transport streams and reconstructing the extracted packets to one transport 
stream ("103" in Figure 1 & 2, Paragraph 0146); means for separating the 
necessary packets ("104" in Figure 1, Paragraph 0147); and means for decoding 
each packet separated from the reconstructed one transport stream ("105" & 
"107" in Figure 1 , Paragraph 0148 & 0149). 

Sugimoto fails to teach the means for executing limited reception from the 
reconstructed one transport stream. 

However, Onagawa teaches the means for limited reception on the 
multiplexed transport stream ("7" in Figure 3, Column 7 Lines 10-15). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the teachings of Sugimoto et al with the teaching 
of Onagawa to allow commonly required processing of limited reception by the 
CAT of the conventional MPEG2 system (Column 2 Lines 44-54). 

Referring to claim 2, Sugimoto et al teach a data processing apparatus 
according to claim 1, wherein packet information of SI (Service Information) is 
extracted from each of said plurality of transport streams (Figure 2, Paragraphs 
0158 and 0159), a new SI packet is reconstructed from the information of the 
packet of the SI obtained from each of said plurality of transport streams 
(Paragraph 0159, "205" in Figure 2, Figure 4, Figure 3) , and said reconstructed 
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new SI packet is added to said reconstructed one transport stream (Figure 4, 
Figure 2 Paragraph 0193 & 0194). 



Referring to claim 3, Sugimoto et ai teach data processing apparatus according 
to claim 1 , wherein packet information of SI (Service Information) is extracted 
from each of said plurality of transport streams (Figure 2, Paragraphs 0158 and 
0159), the information of the packet of the SI obtained from each of said plurality 
of transport streams is sent to processing means (Figure 4, Figure 2 Paragraph 
0193 & 0194). The limitation that a process for limited reception is executed is 
taught by Onagawa ("7" in Figure 3, Column 7 Lines 10-15). 



Referring to claim 4, Sugimoto teaches a data processing apparatus 
comprising: means for extracting information of a packet of SI (Service 
Information) from each of a plurality of transport streams (Figure 2, Paragraphs 
0158 and 0159), means for separating the necessary packets from the 
multiplexed transport stream ("104" in Figure 1, Paragraph 0147), and means for 
decoding each packet separated from each of said transport streams ("105" & 
"107" in Figure 1, Paragraph 0148 & 0149). 

Onagawa teaches executing a process for limited reception by using the 
information of the packet of the SI obtained from each of said plurality of 
transport streams and means for executing the common limited reception with 
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respect to each of said plurality of transport streams ("7" in Figure 3, Column 7 
Lines 10-15). 

Referring to claim 5, Sugimoto teaches a data processing apparatus according 
to claim 4, wherein said means for separating the necessary packets is time- 
divisionally used with respect to said plurality of transport streams (Paragraph 
0015). 

Referring to claim 6, all the limitations described for a digital broadcasting 
receiver are similar to the once described for a data processing apparatus in 
claim 1 . As such this claim is also rejected. 

Method claims 7-11 correspond to apparatus claims 1-5. Therefore they have 
been analyzed and rejected based upon apparatus claims 1-5 respectively. 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DINESH GOEL whose telephone number is (571)270- 
5201 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM-5:00 PM 
EST. 



Application/Control Number: 10/509,357 Page 7 

Art Unit: 4134 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lun Yi Lao can be reached on 571-272-7671 . The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



ID. G.l 

Examiner, Art Unit 4134 
/LUN-YI LAO/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4134 



